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INTERVIEW SUMMARY 


On February 24, 2004, the undersigned attorney met with the Examiner to discuss 
the prior art cited in the Office Action, and to review the Examiner's rejections under 35 
USC § 1 12, second paragraph. The Examiner and the undersigned attorney discussed the 
amendments listed above and possible additional information related to the product 
claims that are cancelled herein. A copy of the Applicant's Request for Interview and a 
copy of the Examiner's Interview Summary form are attached. The undersigned attorney 
thanks the Examiner for taking the time for the telephone interview. 
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REMARKS 

The Examiner rejected claims 3, 8, 9, 23-27 and 29 under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 second 
paragraph, as indefinite. The Examiner has stated that the recitation of colors is 
potentially unclear. In the Interview summarized above, the undersigned attorney 
explained that a recitation of color is understood to one skilled in the art of the present 
invention for many reasons, including documents such as those submitted by the 
applicants in response to the Examiner's first Office Action and based on the atomic 
structure of diamonds. Applicants are cancelling claims 23-27 and 29 herein without 
prejudice, and reserve the right to present the same or similar claims in a continuing 
application. Applicants respectfully request consideration of the rejections of claims 3, 8 
and 9 in view of the information discussed above. 

The Examiner rejected claims 1 - 31 as unpatentable over Strong et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 4,124,690) in view of Wentorf, Jr. (U.S. Patent No. 3,609,818). Applicants 
have amended claim 1 to clarify that the method changes the color of a brown diamond 
and results in a diamond having a different color. These limitations are found in 
dependent claim 30 (brown) and dependent claims 7 and 8 (color). Similarly, Applicants 
have amended claim 28 to clarify that the method changes the color of a brown diamond. 
This limitation is found in dependent claim 31. (Claim 28 already stated that the method 
results in a diamond having a color.) Neither Strong et al. nor Wentorf, Jr. disclose a 
method of changing the color of a diamond that starts with a brown diamond and results 
in a diamond having a different color. Rather, Strong et al. describes a method of making 
a yellow diamond pale or colorless while Wentorf Jr. does not describe a color change at 
all. Applicants have withdrawn the product claims without prejudice. Accordingly, the 
Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of this rejection with respect to the claims 
remaining in this Amendment. 

The Examiner rejected claims 1-31 as unpatentable over Cannon. (U.S. Patent 
No. 3, 134,739) in view of the statement that repeating the process is obvious. As 
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described in the previous paragraph of these Remarks, Applicants have amended claims 1 
and 28 to clarify that the method changes the color of a brown diamond and results in a 
diamond having a different color. These limitations are found in dependent claims 30 
and 31 (brown) and dependent claims 7 and 8 (color). Cannon does not disclose a 
method of changing the color of a diamond that results in a diamond having a color. 
Further, to the extent that Cannon includes incidental disclosure of a method of changing 
the color of a brown diamond, Applicants note that (1) as stated in the previously-filed 
declaration of inventor Suresh Vagarali, the method disclosed in Cannon is not operable 
on brown diamonds, and (2) Cannon does not disclose a method that results in a diamond 
having a color. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of this 
rejection with respect to the claims remaining in this Amendment. 

The remaining claims are submitted to be allowable on the basis of the above 
remarks, and Applicants respectfully request prompt allowance 

A copy of applicable assignment documents to Diamond Innovations, Inc., and a 
power of attorney to the undersigned attorney, are enclosed for the Examiner's reference. 
These documents are being formally recorded with the Assignment Division this week. 
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CONCLUSION 


All of the stated grounds of objection and rejection have been properly traversed, 
accommodated or rendered moot. Applicants therefore respectfully request that the 
Examiner reconsider and withdraw all presently outstanding objections and rejections. 
There being no other rejections, Applicants respectfully request that the current 
application be allowed and passed to issue. 

If the Examiner believes for any reason that personal communication will 
expedite prosecution of this application, I invite that the Examiner telephone me directly. 


The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees, including 
any fees for net addition of claims, which may be required for this Amendment, or credit 
any overpayment to deposit account No. 50-0436. Applicants believe that no extension of 
time is necessary, however, in the event that an extension of time is required, the 
Commissioner is requested to grant a petition for that extension of time which is required 
to make this response timely and is hereby authorized to charge any fee for such an 
extension of time or credit any overpayment for an extension of time to deposit account 
No. 50-0436. 


Pepper Hamilton LLP 
50th Floor, One Mellon Center 
500 Grant Street 
Pittsburgh, PA 15219-2505 
Phone: 412-454-5000 
Facsimile: 412-281-0717 
Date: February 25, 2004 


AUTHORIZATION 


Respectfully submitted, 



Registration No. 45, 1 1 1 
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